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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-27 are pending in this examination; claims 1, 7, 13, 19, and 25-27 
independent. Claims 26 and 27 are withdrawn from consideration as being drawn to a 
nonelected invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-4, 6-10, 12-16, 18-22, and 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Stedman et al. (USPN 5,968,119) (hereinafter Stedman). 

3. Referring to claim 1 , Stedman discloses a method for displaying dynamic page 
content in a page-caching browser capable of loading content for display from a cache, 
the method comprising: 

specifying an address to stored content at a source (i.e. URL/hyperlink) (col. 18, 
lines 38-53); 

appending a unique identifier to the address, the appended identifier being 
unique for each request of the content (i.e. unique for each hyperlink on each page), the 
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unique identifier preventing the browser from loading the content from a cache (col. 18, 
line 55 to col. 19, line 9); 

transmitting a content request with the address and the appended identifier to 
retrieve the stored content from the source regardless of whether the browser is 
configured to load content from the cache (the browser never finds the selected URL 
within its disk cache) (col. 18, line 55 to col. 19, line 9). 

4. Referring to claim 2, Stedman discloses the address includes a URL to content 
(col. 18, lines 38-53). 

5. Referring to claim 3, Stedman discloses the address includes a query string, the 
unique identifier appended to the address in the query string (an HTTP GET command, 
which is used in Stedman to retrieve the resource identified by the URL is inherently a 
query string, since it queries the server to determine if the resource is there, and if so, 
returns the resource, and if not, returns an HTTP error message) (col. 18, line 55 to col. 
19, line 9). 

6. Referring to claim 4, Stedman discloses the unique identifier is a random number 
(i.e. session ID + unique ID) (col. 18, lines 55-67). 
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7. Referring to claim 6, Stedman discloses the unique identifier is an alpha-numeric 
representation (the unique ID is 68583D, which is an alpha-numeric representation) 
(col. 18, lines 55-67). 

8. Claims 7-10, 12-16, 18-22, and 24-25 are rejected for similar reasons as stated 
above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5, 11, 17, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stedman in view of Lambert et al. (US 2002/0038350) (hereinafter 
Lambert). 

10. Referring to claim 5, Stedman discloses the invention substantively as described 
in claim 1. Stedman does not specifically state the unique identifier is a timestamp. In 
analogous art, Lambert discloses another method for displaying dynamic page content 
wherein the unique identifier is a timestamp (p. 1 1 , 230). It would be obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 



Application/Control Number: 09/871,444 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2143 

teaching of Lambert with Stedman in order to generate what appears to be a unique 
marker reference for each access of the markers, seen by the caching software as a 
unique URL as supported by Lambert (p. 1 1 , U 230) and is also supported by Stedman 
stating that the unique identifiers ensure that the web browser never finds the selected 
URL in the disk cache (p. 19, lines 5-10). 

Response to Amendment 

1 1 . The Office acknowledges the amendments to claims 1 , 7, 1 3, 1 9, and 25-27. 

Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments filed November 26, 2004 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

13. Applicant argues, in substance, that (1) the restriction is improper since both 
claim sets are directed to displaying dynamic page content in a page-caching browser, 
(2) Rosenberg does not teach appending an identifier to an address to prevent loading 
the content from cache, and (3) Mann does not make up for the deficiencies of 
Rosenberg since Man does not disclose appending an identifier to an address to 
prevent loading the content from cache. 

14. As to point (1) restriction is proper to reasons outlined in the previous Office 
Action dated August 26, 2004 and as stated below. 
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15. Claims 1-25 (Group I) are directed towards a method for displaying dynamic 
page content in a page-caching browser capable of loading content for display from a 
cache, the method comprising specifying an address to stored content at a source, 
appending a unique identifier to the address, the appended identifier being unique for 
each request of the content, the unique identifier preventing the browser from loading 
the content from a cache, and transmitting the content request with the address and the 
appended identifier to retrieve the stored content form the source regardless of whether 
the browser is configured to load content from the cache. Claims 26-27 (Group II) are 
directed towards a client coupled to a cache, the clinet capable of loading content for 
display from the cache, the client loading sotred content requested form a source with 
an address and a unique identifier appended to the address regardless of whether the 
browser is configured to load content from the cache, the appended identifier being 
unique for each request of the stored content, and the cache storing versions of content 
having the same address but different unique identifiers. Restriction is proper since the 
claims of Group I require a search of class 71 1, subclass 138, which is not required for 
Group II. Restriction is proper since the claims of Group II require a search of class 
707, subclasses 201-204, which is not required for Group I. While the search for both 
Group I and Group II may be overlapping, it is not believe to be coextensive. By this 
rationale, the restriction is maintained. 
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16. As to points (2) and (3) they are considered moot in view of the new grounds of 
rejection presented above and necessitated by Applicant's amendment. 

Conclusion 

17. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

18. Periyannan et al. (USPN 6,587,928) discloses scheme for segregating cacheable 
and non-cacheable by port designation. 

19. Yacoby et al. (USPN 6,516,311) discloses linking on the Internet with an 
advertising feature. 

20. Stedman et al. (USPN 6,122,661) discloses accessing information on a host 
computer from a client computer. 

Again, it is the Examiner's position that Applicant has not yet submitted claims 
drawn to limitations, which define the operation and apparatus of Applicant's disclosed 
invention in manner, which distinguishes over the prior art. As it is Applicant's right to 
continue to claim as broadly as possible their invention. It is also the Examiner's right to 
continue to interpret the claim language as broadly as possible. It is the Examiner's 
position that the detailed functionality that allows for Applicant's invention to overcome 
the prior art used in the rejection, fails to differentiate in detail how these features are 
unique. As it is extremely well known in the networking art as already shown by 
Stedman and other prior arts of records disclosed, for displaying dynamic page content 
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in a page-caching browser as well as other claimed features of Applicant's invention. 
Thus, it is clear that Applicant must submit amendments to the claims in order to 
distinguish over the prior art use in the rejection that discloses different features of 
Applicant's claim invention. 

21 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph E. Avellino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3905. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-4:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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